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IATTER OF: Forest Development," Inc.; Pacific Refores-
tation, In',; Webfoot heforestationr

DIGEST: Willamette Timber Systems

A, |Protest alleging that awarde: cannot comply
with contract requirement. is diumz Hsed since

I - Government' a acceptance of responsive bid
, -I effectively binds bidder to'perform in accor-
I dtance with IFB terms,.and whether bidder is
I able to do so is matter of responsibility, and
!, u agency's affirmative determination thereof will

P. p I not, be reviewed 'by GAO Qxcept in luitdd cir-
,1 .) 'I. cumstaicesu, 'Moreover, whether awardee actl'ily

,.i - I coputies with IFB requireaents is matter of
!I eContract adinL' tstration, and not for GAO cOai-

mideration.

i | i'oent Developnent, Inc., Pacific Refore3tation, eIc,
Webhtot Reforestation, and Willameete TimberSystens protest
'che award of a contract to The Hoedads, Inc. (Hoedads),
under invitation for btldsj(IP3) No. YA-514-IF8-13,,issued
'by' the Departrent 'of the InErior, Bureau of Land Manage,
aent (FMN). .ihe protedteid 'a'llege that the Ho'edids cannot
comply withvcontract pri:i6ilfons requirlng-:a work crew super-
vimor for each work creir b'1 ,c'auue the Hoedads is organized
as a work'ers productivc~lc6dperative with all members having
equal''iautEzOfty. The protesters cohtend that since all mem-
bers of the Hoedads are equal in this it'spelct, its work
crow supervisors would r3t have the authority to contro±
the other crew rembers, as envisioned in the contract
provisions.

In regard to! .hether the awardee can comply, the
Government's acceptance of a-responsive bid effectively
binds the bidder 'to perfotsm in accordance with the terms
of the solicitation 52 Comp. Gen. 9'5 (1973). The ability
of a bidder to do'so is a matter of responsibility. See
53 Comp. Gen. 396 (1973). The award of a contract to
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Hoedads'ntoesharily inrolvd an if firative detersanation
of that find's responuihillity under Fedezal Procurement
RegulationsS 1-2.407 (1964 ed. amend. 139), and our Office
does not review protest. against affirmative determinations
of responsibility tinleas either fraud on the part of tne
procuring official is alleged, or the solicitation contains
aefinitive responsibility criteria which allegcdly haeve'
not been applied. Central Metal Produjct, Inc., 54 Comp.
Gen. 66 (1974), 74-CPI) 64. Nether exception is appli-
cable here. Mozeover, whether there will be actual coF.-!
pliance with the IFB's requirements is a matter of contract
administration and is not for consideration by our Office.
Crowe Rope Company, B-187092, August 18, 1976, 76-2 CPD 174. ,

The protest is diuuiszed.
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